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Mongolia and the industrial and tariff policies of Japan
within her boundaries. Questions have been repeatedly
asked on this matter in the House of Commons, but have
as a rule only succeeded in extracting from Ministers vague
and stereotyped replies that the matter is under' negotia-
tion. Exclusion is the Japanese motto both in Japan
and wherever on the mainland Japan is able to obtain
control. It is immaterial whether the object aimed at is
attained by diplomatic pressure, by prohibitive tariffs
or by preferential railroad and steamship rates.

In 1912 the Japanese Government resolved to abolish
the duty on Korean rice imported into Japan. This duty
had been imposed, previous to the annexation of Korea,
as an ordinary Customs measure to raise revenue and to
prevent Korean rice competing with Japanese in the
home markets. When Korea was annexed the Japanese
Government published a voluntary undertaking that
neither import nor export duties on goods to or from
Korea should be changed for ten years from the date of
annexation. This was intended to soothe the suscepti-
bilities of those Powers who might see in the annexation
the extinction of foreign imports. When the rice duty
was abolished, I telegraphed to London and a question
was asked in Parliament. The British and the French
Governments filed formal protests with the Japanese
Foreign Office, and received the following explanation :

The Imperial Japanese Government, when it gave an under-
taking at the time of the annexation of Korea that the import and
export duties should not be changed, understood thereby that by
changed should be meant raised. The Imperial Japanese Govern-
ment cannot agree that it is debarred by this declaration from
lowering or even abolishing any of the duties.

As I had both written and telegraphed to England
with regard to the Japanese action, I was invited to inter-
view Mr. Sakata, the Director of the Commercial Bureau
at the Foreign Office. He gave me the above explanation,
but he would not agree that the removal of the duty on
Korean rice was equivalent to penalizing imports from